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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Amendment 

1 . This office action is in response to the amendment filed on 6/8/2006. 

2. The Art Unit location of your application in the USPTO has changed. To aid in 
correlating any papers for this application, all further correspondence regarding this 
application should be directed to Art Unit 2617. 

3. The Nonstatutory Obviousness-Type Double-Patenting rejection has been 
withdrawn. 

4. Claims 12 and 28 have been canceled and claim 42 has been added. 

Information Disclosure Statement 

5. The information disclosure statement filed on 7/25/2006 has been considered. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

6. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which fonns the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

7. Claims 1-5. 9-11, 13-19, 23-26, 29. 31-33 and 42 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 
103(a) as being unpatentable over Davidson et al. (US-4,932,050 hereafter, Davidson) 
in view of Goss (US-6,320,534). 
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Regarding claim 1, Davidson teaches proximity detection for telecommunication 
features that includes a method of processing a call by receiving location data by an 
interconnected network (Col. 7 lines 14-35, Fig. 2 [162] and Fig. 3 [172]). the location 
data derived from a proximity sensor that provides a proximity determination with 
respect to a subscriber (Col. 7 lines 36-54), receiving a first call at a primary destination 
address associated with the subscriber, selecting a first address from a list of the 
plurality of addresses, the selected address identifying a communication device of the 
subscriber proximate to the proximity sensor. (Col. 8 line 8 through Col. 9 line 68) 
Davidson differs from the claimed invention by not explicitly reciting the proximity 
determination with respect to a mobile device of the subscriber and sorting a list of a 
plurality of addresses identifying communication devices of the subscriber based on the 
location data. 

In an analogous art, Goss teaches a method and system for providing location 
dependent call fon^/arding that includes a personal locating unit that monitors the 
location of the subscriber (Col. 1 line 47 through Col. 3 line 8, Fig. 2 [42a] and Fig. 3 
[42]) and sorting a list of a plurality of addresses identifying communication devices of 
the subscriber based on the location data for each incoming call. (Col. 5 lines 16-67) 
At the time the invention was made, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill 
in the art to implement the invention of Davidson after modifying it to incorporate the 
personal locating device of Goss. One of ordinary skill in the art would be motivated to 
do this since it automates where a call is to be routed, instead of having a user 
constantly update their preference for call routing. (Col. 1 lines 47-58) 
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Regarding claim 2, Davidson in view of Goss teaches the mobile device is 
incorporated into the communication device. (Goss Col. 4 lines 60-65) 

Regarding claim 3, Davidson in view of Goss teaches placing a second call to the 
selected address. (Davidson Col. 2 lines 23-33 and Goss Col. 1 lines 47-58) 

Regarding claim 4, Davidson in view of Goss teaches a unified messaging 
service receives the first call and places the second call. (Goss Fig. 5, Fig. 6 and Col. 4 
line 66 through Col. 5 line 67) 

Regarding claim 5, Davidson in view of Goss teaches receiving an indication that 
the subscriber has answered the second call. (Davidson Col. 11 lines 21-32) 

Regarding claim 9, Davidson in view of Goss teaches determining the subscriber 
location is within a second proximity zone proximate to a second proximity device and a 
second address. (Goss Col. 5 lines 16-67) 

Regarding claim 10, Davidson in view of Goss teaches that the second proximity 
zone is a mobile zone not proximate to the proximity sensor, the mobile zone 
associated with a mobile address. (Goss Col. 5 lines 16-67) 

Regarding claim 11, Davidson in view of Goss teaches a unified messaging 
system receives the location data. (Davidson Col. 7 lines 14-54) 

Regarding claim 13, Davidson in view of Goss teaches a method of updating a 
proximity zone state by receiving location data by an interconnected network (Davidson 
Col. 7 lines 14-35. Fig. 2 [162] and Fig. 3 [172]), the location data derived from a 
proximity sensor that provides a proximity determination with respect to a subscriber 
(Davidson Col. 7 lines 36-54), detecting a change in subscriber location based on the 
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location data (Goss Col. 2 lines 4-29), determining a change from a first proximity zone 
state to a second proximity zone state based on the subscriber location and updating a 
data record utilizing the location data, the data record accessible to a call redirection 
control system, the data record including a proximity zone field, the proximity zone field 
changed from a first proximity zone state to a second proximity zone state (Goss Col. 2 
line 4 through Col. 3 line 8). the data record further including an ordered list of 
addresses of the subscriber, the ordered list of addresses reordered based on the 
changed proximity zone field. (Goss Col. 6 lines 16-67 and Col. 6 lines 18-33) 

Regarding claim 14, Davidson in view of Goss teaches a first proximity zone is a 
fixed zone associated with a stationary phone. (Goss Col. 2 lines 63-67) 

Regarding claim 15. Davidson in view of Goss teaches a second proximity zone 
is a mobile zone associated with a mobile phone. (Goss Col. 2 lines 63-67) 

Regarding claim 16, Davidson in view of Goss teaches the call redirection control 
system redirects a call to addresses of the ordered list of addresses of the subscriber 
until the subscriber answers the call or an end of the ordered list of addresses is 
reached. (Goss Col. 2 lines 58-62 and Col. 5 line 16 through Col. 6 line 33) 

Regarding claim 17. Davidson in view of Goss teaches processing a call by 
receiving location data by an interconnected network (Davidson Col. 7 lines 14-35, Fig. 
2 [162] and Fig. 3 [172]). the location data derived from a proximity sensor that provides 
a proximity determination with respect to a subscriber (Davidson Col. 7 lines 36-54). 
storing the location data in a data record (Davidson Col. 7 lines 41-44), receiving a first 
call at a primary destination address associated with the subscriber, playing an 
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announcement, prompting for a caller's name, receiving the caller's name and retrieving 
the data record to identify a selected address, the selected address identifying a 
communication device of the subscriber, the communication device located within a 
proximity zone proximate to the proximity sensor. (Davidson Col. 8 line 8 through Col. 9 
line 68) 

Regarding claim 18, Davidson in view of Goss teaches placing a second call to a 
selected address. (Davidson Col. 2 lines 23-33 and Goss Col. 1 lines 47-58) 

Davidson in view of Goss teaches the proximity sensor is a small device 
designed for Integration into another device, which obviously could be a charging 
cradle. (Davidson Col. 3 lines 36-40) 

Regarding claim 19, Davidson in view of Goss teaches receiving an indication 
that the subscriber has answered the second call. (Davidson Col. 1 1 lines 21-32) 

Regarding claim 23, Davidson teaches a proximity sensor configured to 
detemriine whether a mobile device is proximate to the proximity sensor, wherein the 
proximity sensor is a charging cradle, the charging cradle configured to provide energy 
to a battery within the mobile device when the mobile device is positioned in the cradle 
(Col. 3 lines 36-40 and Col. 5 line 55 through Col. 6 line 19 "off-hook" and "on-hook") 
proximity detection for telecommunication features that includes a method of processing 
a call by receiving location data by an interconnected network (Col. 7 lines 14-35, Fig. 2 
[162] and Fig. 3 [172]), the location data derived from a proximity sensor that provides a 
proximity determination with respect to a subscriber (Col. 7 lines 36-54) and an 
interconnected network access point to a computer network coupled to the circuitry to 
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transmit a call redirection control message in response to the proximity determination. 
(Fig. 1 [100] and Col. 2 line 8 through Col. 3 line 35) Davidson differs from the claimed 
invention by not explicitly reciting the proximity determination with respect to a mobile 
device of the subscriber. 

In an analogous art, Goss teaches a method and system for providing location 
dependent call fon/varding that includes a personal locating unit that monitors the 
location of the subscriber. (Col. 1 line 47 through Col. 3 line 8, Fig. 2 [42a] and Fig. 3 
[42]) At the time the invention was made, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary 
skill in the art to implement the invention of Davidson after modifying it to incorporate 
the personal locating device of Goss. One of ordinary skill in the art would be motivated 
to do this since it automates where a call is to be routed, instead of having a user 
constantly update their preference for call routing. (Col. 1 lines 47-58) 

Regarding claim 24, Davidson in view of Goss teaches the mobile device 
comprises a personal digital assistant. (Goss Col. 4 lines 56-65) 

Regarding claim 25, Davidson in view of Goss teaches the mobile device 
comprises a mobile phone. (Goss Col. 4 lines 56-65) 

Regarding claim 26, Davidson in view of Goss teaches the mobile device is a 
radio frequency identification tag, a smartcard or a wearable electronics device. (Goss 
Col. 4 lines 56-65) 

Regarding claim 29, Davidson in view of Goss teaches the proximity sensor 
comprises a radio frequency receiver. (Davidson Col. 3 lines 36-40) 
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Regarding claims 31-33, Davidson in view of Goss teaches a proximity sensor 
and discloses a specific example (Davidson Col. 3 lines 36-40), but differs from the 
claimed invention by not explicitly reciting the proximity sensor communicates by using 
a wireless communication protocol such as Bluetooth or an IEEE 802.1 1 protocol. 

However, it would be obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to be motivated to 
use a wireless proximity sensor since the sensor could be located in an unobtrusive 
location without having to deal with running a wire to the remote location. 

Regarding claim 42, Davidson in view of Goss teaches placing a second call to 
the selected address, selecting a second address from the sorted list of the plurality of 
addresses, the selected second address identifying a second communication device of 
the subscriber and placing a third call to the selected second address. (Davidson Col. 2 
lines 23-33, Goss Col. 1 lines 47-58 and Col. 5 line 16 through Col. 6 line 34) 
8. Claims 6-8 and 20-22 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Davidson in view of Goss as applied to claim 5 above, and further in view of Gross 
et al. (US-6,389,117 hereafter. Gross). 

Regarding claim 6, Davidson in view of Goss teaches receiving an indication that 
the subscriber has answered a call (Davidson Col. 11 lines 21-32), but differs from the 
claimed invention by not explicitly reciting playing an announcement to the subscriber 
including the caller's name or giving the option to send the call to voice mail. 

In an analogous art. Gross teaches a system and method of using a single 
telephone number to access multiple communication services that includes prompting 
for a caller's name, receiving the caller's name, playing an announcement to the 
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subscriber including the caller's name, answering the phone call or giving the option to 
send the call to voice mail. (Col. 16 lines 16-37 and Fig. 8) At the time the invention 
was made, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to implement 
the proximity detection and call fonwarding system of Davidson in view of Goss after 
modifying it to incorporate a user menu for call action/inaction of Gross. One of ordinary 
skill in the art would have been motivated to do this since even if a subscriber is using 
location based routing, a subscriber might find it temporarily inconvenient to always 
answer the phone. 

Regarding claim 7, Davidson in view of Goss and Gross teaches routing a call to 
voice mail. (Gross Fig. 8) 

Regarding claim 8, Davidson in view of Goss and Gross teaches connecting the 
first call and the second call to allow the caller to engage in a conversation with the 
subscriber. (Col. 16 lines 16-37) 

Regarding claim 20, the limitations of claim 20 are rejected as being the same 
reason set forth above in claim 6. 

Regarding claim 21, the limitations of claim 21 are rejected as being the same 
reason set forth above in claim 7. 

Regarding claim 22, the limitations of claim 22 are rejected as being the same 
reason set forth above in claim 8. 

9. Claims 27, 30 and 34-36 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Davidson in view of Goss as applied to claim 23 above, and further in 
view of Theimer et al. (US-5,603,054 hereafter, Theimer). 
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Regarding claim 27. Davidson in view of Goss teaches the computational 
circuitry for transmitting call redirection (Davidson Fig. 1 [100], Fig. 3 [172], Col. 2 line 8 
through Col. 3 line 35 and Goss Col. 1 line 47 through Col. 3 line 8, Fig. 1 [12]), but 
differ from the claimed invention by not explicitly reciting that the computational circuitry 
is a personal computer. 

In an analogous art, Theimer teaches a method of enforcing interaction policies 
between users and machines based on location that includes call forwarding based on 
location (Col. 2 lines 20-25 and line 60 through Col. 3 line 2), wherein a personal 
computer can be used as the computational circuitry. (Col. 8 lines 53-65) At the time 
the invention was made, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to 
implement the invention of Davidson in view of Goss after modifying it to incorporate a 
personal computer for controlling the call forwarding preferences of Theimer. One of 
ordinary skill in the art would have been motivated to do this since it doesn't require the 
cost of purchasing and maintaining a large server containing a server with every user's 
preferences. 

Regarding claim 30. Davidson in view of Goss and Theimer teaches the 
proximity sensor comprises a radio frequency identification receiver. (Theimer Col. 2 
lines 20-25) 

Regarding claim 34, Davidson in view of Goss and Theimer teaches the network 
access point is a broadband modem. (Theimer Col. 5 line 50 through Col. 6 line 21) 
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Regarding claim 35, Davidson In view of Goss and Theimer teaches the network 
access point is a router or data network switch. (Theimer Col. 5 line 50 through Col. 6 
line 21) 

Regarding claim 36, Davidson in view of Goss and Theimer teaches a call 
redirection control message is a Remote Procedure Calls, InterProcess 
Communications message, Simple Object Access Protocol message, email message, 
HyperText Transfer Protocol message or file transfer protocol message. (Theimer Col. 
7 lines 46-54) 

Response to Arguments 

10. Applicant's arguments filed 6/8/2006 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. 

In response to the applicant's argument regarding Davidson and Goss 
suggesting "sorting a list of a plurality of addresses identifying communication devices 
of the subscriber based on the location data" (Page 1 1 Para. 1 & 2) , the examiner 
disagrees. 

Goss teaches determining the closest location of a telephone from a list (based 
on distance) each time an incoming call is made. (Col. 5 line 16-67) It is the examiner's 
opinion that this is the same as ordering a list. 
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In response the applicant's argument regarding claim 13 that a "data record 
further including an ordered list of addresses of the subscriber, the ordered list of 
addresses reordered based on the changed proximity zone field" (Pages 11 and 12), 
the examiner disagrees. 

Goss teaches a data record that includes a list of addresses ordered according to 
distance each time an incoming call is received. (Col. 4 line 66 through Col. 5 line 67) 
Goss teaches a separate priority that occurs when two phone locations are equidistance 
from the user, the user has the added ability to have a priority setting as to which 
telephone receives the call, whether it be for cheaper rates or convenience. (Col. 5 line 
16-53) 

In response to the applicant's argument regarding claim 23 that "the proximity 
sensor is a charging cradle ..." (Page 12 Para 3), the examiner disagrees. 

Davidson teaches implementing a proximity detection device circuitry that 
includes an "off-hook" state sender, which would be included inside the base of a 
telephone. (Fig. 2 [162 & 204]) Therefore, it would have been obvious for one of 
ordinary skill in the art to be motivated to include a small proximity device sensor 
(designed to be built into another device (Col. 3 line 36-40)) inside a charging cradle for 
a mobile phone since a charging cradle with a proximity sensor would be analogous to a 
rotary phone base with an "off-hook" state sender and a proximity detection circuitry. 
(Fig. 2 & Fig. 3) 
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Conclusion 

1 1 . THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Matthew C. Sams whose telephone number is (571)272- 
8099. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 7:30-5. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Lester Kincaid can be reached on (571)272-7922. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status infonnation for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more infonnation about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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